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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: (1 ) "22" (page 
7, line 18) should be #20; and (2) "1" (page 8, line 25) should be #2. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 21 is objected to because of the following informalities: it is suggested that 
"portion" (claim 21 , line 2) be deleted. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. Claims 7,8,15 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. "The base" (claims 7 and 15, line 2) lacks 
antecedent. The "carrier" (14) is comprised of two distinct parts, the spacer (17) and 
the base (1 5) (see figure 5). Claim 7 should make it clear that the "base" of the carrier 
is another element that together with the spacer defines the "carrier". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

5. Claims 12-14 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
WO 96/32048. '048 discloses a mop comprising a hollow dome-shaped body (130) 
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attachable at its top to an handle (117) and within which a plurality of superposed layers 
of web material (13,14) hang down from the base and further including a spacer (116) 
(see fig. 8) is provided between two layers of the web material. The upstanding portion 
(1 1 5) defines a pin (claim 1 7). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-6,9 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over WO 96/32048 in view of M cCarthy (USP 2,320,372). '048 discloses the invention 
substantially as claimed with the exception of the body being in the form of an 
equilateral triangle (although the body and spacer do define a generally polygonal 
shape). The patent to McCarthy discloses that it is known to provide mops with a 
triangular configuration (vertex of less than 90 degrees). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill to have modified the mop of '048 as such to make it easier to reach 
into corners. 

8. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the prior 
art as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Le Febvre et al (USP 2,781,537). 
The prior art, namely '048, discloses the invention substantially as claimed with the 
exception of the skirt. '537 discloses a resilient peripheral skirt (28) disclosed about a 
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mop head (column 1 , lines 20-25). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill to 
have provided such a skirt to '048 to prevent same to furniture, etc. 

9. Claims 20,21 and 23-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Disko (USP 4,1 14,224) in view of Le Febvre et al (USP 2,781 ,537). 
The patent to Disko discloses a head for a strip mop comprising a hollow dome-shaped 
body (28) which includes an upstanding socket (32) for attaching to an elongate mope 
handle (54) and within which the web material (20) is secured and further wherein a 
substantially part of the body is formed from a first (rigid molded plastic) material 
(column 3, lines 30-33). The patent to Disko discloses the invention substantially as 
claimed with the exception of the peripheral skirt. '537 discloses a resilient peripheral 
skirt (28) about the base wall of a cleaning implement (may also be a mop: column 1 , 
lines 20-25). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill to have provided such 
a skirt to Disko to provide a resilient bumper to prevent damage to furniture, 
baseboards, etc. The patent o Disko discloses a carrier (30) with at least upstanding 
pin (42,44). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

1 0. Claims 11,19 and 22 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

1 1 . Claims 7,8,15 and 16 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the 
rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to 
include all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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Conclusion 

12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The cited patents are pertinent to mop generally including some 
type of carrier. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mark Spisich whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1278. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th (5:30-3:00), Alternate Fri off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Monica Carter can be reached on (571) 272-4475. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Mark Spisich/ Mark Spisich 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3727 Primary Examiner 

Art Unit 3727 

/M. SV 
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